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Biographical Memoirs career in anatomy, and to that end he made up his mind that, at the termina tion of his appointment in Siam, he would return home to qualify himself for an academic post by taking the degree of M.D. and the diploma of the Fellowship of the Royal College of Surgeons. Meanwhile he continued to assemble anatomical data in the field and published his first paper in 1891 in the Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society under the title 'Anatomical notes on Malay apes5' . He also published in the same journal geographical notes on some of the Siamese provinces, and an account of a difficult and arduous journey which he made across the Malay Peninsula from Koh Lak to Mergui. Following on this expedition, Keith became seriously ill with a malarial infection, and partly because of his ill health he left Malaya in March 1892 before the termination of his contract with the mining company for whom he was working. After a brief visit to Hongkong and Australia, he reached London in October, with £450 of savings and a firm resolve to seek appointment as an anatomist.
In 1894 Keith was awarded the degree of M.D. of Aberdeen University for a thesis on the myology of the catarrhine Primates, and in the same year he was a successful candidate in the examination for the Fellowship of the Royal College of Surgeons. By this time his savings were almost exhausted and he was still awaiting an opportunity of an academic post. However, by borrow ing from his old teacher, Professor Trail, he managed to maintain himself in circumstances of rather severe austerity, but he used the interval of waiting to great advantage by continuing his studies of the anatomy of monkeys and apes. In 1894 he had published in the Journal of Anatomy and Physiology (as it was then called) an extensive account of the comparative anatomy of the ligaments of man and apes, and also a paper on the variations of the flexor digitorum profundus muscle. The latter is worth noting for, although only a short paper of four pages, it was based on the author's own dissections of over fifty specimens of apes and monkeys and thus serves to illustrate the extra ordinary thoroughness with which he pursued these early investigations. The same comment might be made on his paper on the growth of the brain in man and lower Primates which appeared in 1895. Keith also records that, at this time, he made a most detailed study of over two hundred skulls of anthropoid apes in the collections of the British Museum and the Museum of the Royal College of Surgeons, filling twenty large note books with his measurements and observations. He never published these records extenso, but their compilation provided a very solid basis for his later researches into problems of evolution of man and apes and their inter-relationships (and incidentally impressed him with the remarkable range of structural vari ability among the higher Primates in individuals of the same species).
In 1895, when his straitened circumstances were beginning to make him feel really desperate, Keith was overjoyed to learn of his appointment to a lectureship in anatomy at the London Hospital Medical School. Thus began his academic career. During the next few years he was much occupied with routine teaching and his scientific contributions were for a time relatively few and trivial. He revised Treves's Surgical applied anatomy in 1901, and continued to edit successive issues of this well-known manual until it reached its seventh edition in 1918. In 1902 there appeared his text-book Human embryology and m o r p h o l o g y , a book which had immediate success and of which the sixth edition (prepared by himself) appeared as recently as 1948. It was a remarkable book to be written by one who was not, in the usual sense of the word, an 'embryologist'. But, though Keith himself had never carried out any systematic embryological studies, he had a great facility for assimilating and interpreting the work of others, and he had for some time been interested in the embryological basis of congenital malformations. He applied his teratological knowledge very effectively in his text-book, and he also sought to interpret human embryology in terms of comparative anatomy and evolution. It was undoubtedly this somewhat novel approach which made his book so much more stimulating to students (and others) than the more academic and orthodox text-books of descriptive human embryology; since its first appearance it has continued to be widely used by medical students in this country, particularly by those preparing for higher examinations.
At the London Hospital Keith came into close contact with Leonard Hill who was his colleague as Lecturer in Physiology, and some of his most important studies developed out of their mutal interest in problems of respira tory and cardiac functions. He studied the mechanism of respiratory move ments in man from a consideration of the anatomical features of the dia phragm and thoracic musculature, combined with an analysis of the joint actions of the sternum and ribs and radiographic observations. As the result of this work he was able to demonstrate the differential expansion of the various components of the lungs in inspiratory movements, and to suggest a relationship to the selective vulnerability of different parts of the lungs to infectious processes. He also applied his observations to a comparison of the relative merits of different methods of artificial respiration. His work on the mechanism of respiration in man was published in a series of papers, and was summarized in an outstanding contribution to Recent advances in physiology which appeared in 1909 under Leonard Hill's editorship. Keith had also pursued his studies of respiratory movements into the field of comparative anatomy, and discussed the fundamental nature of the mammalian diaphragm and pleural cavities in an illuminating paper published in the Journal of Anatomy and Physiology in 1905. This led him on to a consideration of the mechanism underlying the clinical condition of visceroptosis, and he advanced the idea that this condition might be due (at least in part) to a defective action of what he called the 'diaphragmatic pump'. However, this interpretation was later shown to be of less importance than he supposed at the time.
O f Keith's earlier work, that dealing with the anatomy of the heart cer tainly won him his greatest distinction. For some time he had been interested in cardiac malformations and their relation to defects of embryological development and to cardiac dysfunction. His comparative, studies enabled !^8
Biographical Memoirs him to define more certainly than hitherto the fundamental functional com ponents of the mammalian heart (and, in particular, of the human heart), and it was then that he made the acquaintance of James Mackenzie who had recently designed his polygraph for recording the jugular pulse. At Mackenzie's suggestion, Keith began to concern himself with the anatomical basis of cardiac arrhythmias. Together with Martin Flack (a young Oxford medical graduate who later became a demonstrator in physiology at the London Hospital) he carried out a systematic investigation by macroscopic and microscopic examination of the conducting system of the heart in a large number of mammalian species. It was in the course of this investigation that they discovered a localized mass of muscle fibres of unusual type, mingled with some nerve fibres and embedded in dense epicardial tissue, close to the junction of the right precaval vein with the right atrium. This structure they termed the 'sino-auricular node'. These observations, which were of the very first importance for physiologists in their search for the factors initiating and controlling the cardiac rhythm, were published in 1907, and the identity o the sino-auricular node with the 'pace-maker' of the heart was subsequently established by experimental investigations into the origin of the contractile wave of the heart (particularly by Thomas Lewis in 1910). Meanwhile, Keith maintained his interest in congenital malformations of the heart and conducted a systematic survey of a large number of specimens which had been handed to him by James Mackenzie. This led to further studies on the struc tures concerned in the production of the jugular pulse, the results of which were published in 1908 and also provided the basis for a series of Hunterian Lectures at the Royal College of Surgeons in 1909. It was undoubtedly this work on the heart-so fruitful in its clinical and physiological implications, as well as the high reputation which he had already established as a human and comparative anatomist, which led to Keith's appointment as Con servator of the Hunterian Museum at the Royal College of Surgeons in 1908.
Arthur Keith's name will always be linked with the Museum of the Royal College of Surgeons, just as, in his time, a reference to the College immedi ately called to mind the name of Arthur Keith. His distinguished predecessors were essentially academic zoologists and their interests scarcely encroached on the clinical field. Consequently the Museum had come to be looked upon as an appendage rather than an integral part of the College an appen a&e which was also felt to be a financial encumbrance. But, with his clinical interests and experience, Keith made it quite otherwise, for under his inspired direction it came to be accepted as one of the finest records of the structure and history of the human body, with particular reference to the anatomical and embryological basis of the surgical disabilities and disorders which may affect it. He interpreted many of these disorders in terms of evolutionary maladjustments or defects of embryological development, and it is undoubtedly true that, in focusing attention on these factors, he provided an inspiration of considerable significance for the development of surgical thought in his day. Under his conservatorship the Museum became an asset instead of an encumbrance to the College of Surgeons, and during his term of office the scientific prestige of the College was raised to a very high level. One of Keith's main duties at the College was to conduct courses of lectures and frequent demonstrations, and he rapidly acquired a high reputation as a lecturer. Although by ordinary standards his manner of delivery was not particularly good-as a speaker he was somewhat halting and hesitant-he had a capacity for making such intimate contact with his audience that each member almost felt that the lecturer was discussing problems with himself personally. Soon after assuming his new office, he began to give his attention much more actively to problems of human evolution and the diversification of the modern races of mankind. His interest in this field of study had stemmed from the inspiration of his old teacher, John Struthers, who had himself been an ardent exponent of evolutionary processes. Keith thus came within a few years to be recognized as one of the foremost authorities on fossil man. He had made his first contribution to this subject as far back as 1895, when he published in Science Progress a critical review of the evidence of Pithecanthropus (whose remains had just been discovered in Java by Eugene Dubois). From time to time during his term of office at the London Hospital, also, he had published occasional observations on the comparative anatomy and variations of the skull and skeleton of man and the anthropoid apes. He now returned to this field of study with renewed energy and in 1910 con tributed an important paper on certain of the age-changes which occur in the ape skull, including a description of a new type of craniometer which he had devised in order to record some basic cranial measurements not obtain able with the more usual design of apparatus. His observations on the agechanges, particularly those related to the progressive growth of muscular crests and the backward displacement of the foramen magnum on the cranial base, made it clear to him that certain of the contrasting features of adult human and adult ape skulls are explicable in terms of paedomorphosis (though this term did not come into use until twelve years later). Other papers dealt with human skeletal remains from various sites in the British Isles and elsewhere, some of which at that time were presumed to be geologi cally very ancient, and of special note is the description which he gave of the teeth of Mousterian man which had recently been discovered in a cave in St Brelade's Bay, Jersey. These palaeo-anthropological studies were accom panied by studies of certain pathological conditions which affect the skeletal system in modern man, e.g. acromegaly and progeria, in the course of which Keith suggested that, among other things, hormonal factors might contribute to the development of some of the peculiarities of the skeleton to be seen in palaeolithic types of man. However, he never pursued this interesting proposi tion beyond the analogical level.
It was during his early years at the College of Surgeons that Keith deve loped the thesis that modern types of mankind, i.e. Homo sapiens, had a much greater antiquity than generally supposed, and he expounded his arguments in favour of this thesis in a series of Hunterian lectures, as well as in a small
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Biographical Memoirs book, Ancient types of man (1911) . His conclusions have since turned out to be partly correct (in the sense that the species Homo sapiens certainly has quite a respectable antiquity), though many of the items of evidence on which he then relied have proved to be faulty. For example, the famous Galley Hill skeleton has been shown in recent years by fluorine analysis not to be indigenous to the gravels of the 100 foot Thames terrace in which it was found, but a relatively recent interment. Again, the Ipswich skeleton which was exposed beneath a stratum of boulder-clay by Reid Moir, and assumed to be of preglacial date, was likewise shown later to be of no great antiquity. In 1912 the famous Piltdown skull was for the first time given publicity at a meeting of the Geological Society, when it was described by Smith Woodward as a very remarkable type of early hominid to which he gave the name Eoanthropus d a w s o n i , while Elliot Smith gave an account of the endocrama cast. This was most unfortunately the occasion for a serious difference be tween Keith on the one side and Elliot Smith and Smith Woodward on the other, a difference which led to a somewhat unhappy estrangement. It is never pleasant to recall scientific disputes of a personal nature (particularly when this involves the necessity of siding with one or other of the disputants), but it is only fair to the memory of Arthur Keith to mention briefly the relevant facts. In his initial reconstruction of the Piltdown cranium, Smith Woodward made rather a curious error, though it was no doubt excusable for one not conversant with the finer details of human osteology. He mistook a paramedian ridge in the obelionic region of the skull for a ridge, and this led him to tilt the larger parietal fragment much too far over towards the opposite side. He thus finished up with a skull of distinctly simian appearance and having an unusually small cranial capacity. A cast of the cavity of the reconstructed skull was given to Elliot Smith to study, as a result of which he published the statement that Piltdown man was possessed of the most simian and primitive human brain ever recorded. Keith detected Smith Woodward's error and demonstrated that the Piltdown skull, when correctly restored, showed no significant difference in its general proportions and endocranial characters from the skull of a modern man. Despite this, m the somewhat animated discussions which followed Elliot Smith was still able to convince himself that the skull and brain both showed markedly primitive and simian characters, and he seems also to have carried conviction to biologists in general (very few of whom, naturally, had any real knowledge of the anatomical details under discussion). On the other hand, Keith was reluctant to continue what threatened to become an unseemly wrangle between scientists and did not press his quite sound arguments to their logical conclusion. If the initial error in the reconstruction of the skull and the interpretation of the endocranial cast had from the very first been free y admitted by all those concerned, it seems not unlikely that the remarkable incongruity between the cranium and jaw might at that time have aroused suspicions about the authenticity of the discovery. Keith himself never ceased to regard the whole question of 'Piltdown man' as something of an enigma, even though he did accept the majority opinion among anatomists and palaeontologists in this country that the cranium and jaw belonged to the same individual-an early type of man.
One of the interesting sequels of the Piltdown controversy was Keith's presidential address to the Royal Anthropological Institute in 1914. So confident was he of the reliability of his methods in the reconstruction of the Piltdown skull that he offered to engage in a similar reconstruction from portions of a complete (but to him unknown) modern skull which had been suitably prepared by some of his colleagues. Accordingly, two of his fellow anatomists selected a skull and, after recording its measurements and making a cast, cut out the fragments corresponding to those of the Piltdown skull and, a few weeks before his presidential address, handed them over to Keith. This was a singularly courageous thing for Keith to do-allowing himself to be, as it were, put publicly to the test, for he was not to be apprised of the accuracy (or inaccuracy) of his reconstruction until the actual occasion of his lecture. But he fully justified himself, for his reconstructed skull, except for minor features, proved to be almost identical with the original. Another out come of the Piltdown discovery was the publication in 1915 of The antiquity of man. This was perhaps Keith's most widely read book; it proved to be exceed ingly popular to the general reader as well as to anatomists and anthropo logists, and a second edition (in two volumes) was issued ten years later. The title was somewhat misleading, for it might be taken to imply a critical assess ment of the geological evidence for man's antiquity (that is, along the lines of Lyell's classic published under the same title fifty-two years previously). But Keith had had no geological experience, and no doubt the weakest argu ments in his book were just those which purported to be based on geological evidence. The main substance of the book (and by far the most important) was anatomical, and it was here that Keith excelled in his descriptive powers. By the avoidance of technical terminology and by the construction of many effective diagrams, he was able to present to the non-specialist the essential features of fossil human material, and he was able to weave the anatomical facts into a coherent story which seemed to make very good sense. A rather disproportionate part of the book was taken up with a consideration of the Piltdown remains (indeed, in his autobiography Keith records that it had been his original intention to devote the book entirely to Piltdown man), and much attention was also given to the now discredited Galley Hill skeleton. The general theme of the book implied an antiquity for Homo sapiens which most authorities to-day would consider to be too extreme, but it was not an unfair assessment of the palaeo-anthropological evidence at that time available.
During the first World War much of Keith's attention was occupied with problems of surgical anatomy related to war injuries, and he was called on to arrange a series of special lecture courses at the Royal College of Surgeons and to prepare topical exhibits in the museum. He published a number of Lectures in the British Medical Journal (1918i on the anatomical and physio-logical principles underlying the treatment of injuries to muscles, bones and joints, and several articles in the British Journal o processes of infection and repair in limb-bones, and the various types of gun shot injury. Some of his war-time lectures, which gave an historical survey of the development of methods of treatment in war surgery, appeared in book form as Menders of the maimed (1919) . In spite of the distractions of war, he also found time for other activities. In 1914 he had been elected to the presidency of the Royal Anthropological Institute, a position which he held for four years. By now his contributions to physical anthropology had extended over a wide field, covering studies of modern human races (with special reference to their origin and inter-relationships), enquiries into the factors involved in the development of the abnormal crania of achondroplasia, acrocephaly, etc., and numerous lectures dealing with a variety of problems of human evolution. In 1916 he was invited to give the Christmas juvenile lectures and selected as his title The human machine which all must work. By all accounts, Keith made an outstanding success of a subject which, by its very nature, must have been exceedingly difficult to expound to an audience of young people. In 1919 the lectures were published in a book entitled The engines of the human body, a second edition of which appeared in 1925.
During the years following the war Keith's interests turned more and more to general themes of medical history and to somewhat speculative considera tions of evolutionary processes in relation to the origin of man. It is true that he continued to publish systematic reports on ancient skulls which were dis covered from time to time, but these were brief and mainly descriptive. He also made an interesting communication to the Anatomical Society (published in 1919) on the nature of multiple exostoses, in which he sought to explain this pathological condition as a disorder of the osteoclastic action which is responsible for the remodelling of the extremities of normal growing bones. But apart from these items his publications for several years were predominantly made up of general articles in the medical or lay press and reports of lectures in which he enlarged on the conclusions to which his earlier work had led him. The fact is that at this time his reputation as a lecturer and as a popular exponent of anthropological subjects caused all too heavy demands on his time and thus distracted him from the more rigorous work of the laboratory. And, of course, he was always kept busy revising several of his books for new editions. He had been elected to the Royal Society as long a^o as 1913, in 1921 he received a knighthood, and from 1918 to 1923 he occupied the position of Fullerian Professor of Physiology at the Royal Institution. It is probably true to say that he was then at the height of his distinguished career, and his election to the presidency of the British Associa tion in 1927 came as no surprise to his colleagues. Keith chose for the title of his presidential address 'Darwin's theory of man's origin as it stands to-day . It was presented as an affirmation of Darwin's general conclusions on the evolutionary derivation of the Hominidae from an ancestry in common with the anthropoid apes, amplified by reference to the accumulation of com parative anatomical and palaeontological evidence since Darwin's time. But, on the whole, it was not very enthusiastically received; it brought for ward no really novel evidence or new point of view and it received a certain amount of criticism for its somewhat platitudinous treatment of the subject. On the other hand it naturally drew the fire of anti-evolutionists-a fact which seems to have caused Keith a certain amount of surprise (though, in retrospect, it might surely have been anticipated). It was as a result of this, seemingly, that he permitted himself to be drawn into activities of a journalis tic type by writing series of articles in popular journals and newspapers on human evolution, on his personal beliefs, on the future of mankind and so forth. It may seem regrettable that Keith devoted so much of his time to expositions of this sort, but he held firm opinions on these matters and he appears to have felt that he was carrying a mission of what is sometimes termed 'rationalism' into what he supposed to be an unconverted mass of irrationalists. But there was one outstanding result of the meeting of the British Association at Leeds-Keith made an appeal for the preservation of Darwin's home at Downe in Kent, and he received an immediate response from Mr Buckston Browne, a retired surgeon, who offered on behalf of the Association to purchase Down House, and to restore and endow it. Some years later, Buckston Browne (also as the result of Keith's personal influence) gave a large benefaction to the Royal College of Surgeons to convert a farm house at Downe into a research institute for studies in experimental surgery. This building came to be known as the Buckston Browne Farm (or Research Institute).
In 1930, Keith had the great distinction of being elected Rector of Aber deen University, and his rectorial address in the following year was entitled 'The place of prejudice in modern civilization.' It was in this address that he developed a thesis which seems to have formed in his mind under the influence of the first world war, the thesis that the spirit of nationalism to-day is a potent factor in the evolutionary differentiation of human races, and that modern war itself constitutes the selective machinery for promoting this differentiation. Unhappily, he referred to war as 'Nature's pruning hook', a most unfortunate phrase which aroused considerable resentment from many quarters. Many years later (1948) he expanded his views in a book which he called A new theory of human evolution. There was, in fact, nothing mentally new in the main thesis of this book, with the exception that the author attempted to apply the well-recognized conception of social segrega tion as a basis for genetic differentiation in small isolated communities to the much larger political groups of modern times which are commonly termed 'nations'. But he failed to recognize that national groupings do not permit the degree of genetic isolation which would be required for physical differen tiation by natural selection, nor did he take into account the fact that the instability of such groupings could hardly permit whatever isolating factors there may be to persist for any considerable length of time. He also confused the issue by equating the term 'race' with the term 'nation', to the bewilder-ment of those who have always regarded the term 'race' in its scientific con notation as a taxonomic term to be equated with 'geographical variety' or 'sub-species'. Such reception as this book received was very critical, and it did not arouse the interest which might have been expected from its title.
In 1933, after a severe illness following a lung infection, Keith retired from the Conservatorship of the Royal College of Surgeons, and, having been given the nominal position of Master of the Buckston Browne Research Institute in Downe, retired to live there. A year later he suffered the loss of his wife, who died as the result of a cerebral haemorrhage. She was the daughter of Tom Gray, the artist, and since their marriage in 1898 she had been a constant source of help and comfort to her husband whether by assisting him in his work or by caring for him during the rather frequent periods of ill-health which so often seem to have interrupted his work.
Keith now settled down to study the skeletal remains of palaeolithic man which had recently been disinterred from the caves of Mount Carmel in Palestine, and in this work (which occupied his attention for several years) he had the assistance of a young graduate of the University of California, Dr T. D. McCown. The results of the investigation were published by the Clarendon Press as the second volume of the treatise on The Stone Age of Mount Carmel (1939) , an impressive volume which ran to over four hundred pages and twenty-nine plates. In some respects this was one of Keith's best works; it was certainly one of the most complete and systematic of his studies. It was carried out with meticulous attention to detail, the conclusions based on the anatomical evidence were carefully reasoned, and the illustrations (mostly line-drawings prepared by the author himself) were beautifully executed and unusually informative. The whole comprises a standard woik which is not only important and illuminating for the anatomical specialist, but can also be read with interest and understanding by anthropologists in general. In the succeeding years of his retirement, Keith settled down happily at the Research Farm, writing occasional articles of a general scientific nature, enjoying the companionship of the young research workers who made use of the opportunities there for experimental surgery, and taking an active interest in the upkeep of the farmland and its stock of animals. During the second World War, he stayed on at Downe, in spite of the fact that this part of Kent was exposed to a considerable amount of bombing. Amidst his other activities he wrote a series of essays on human evolution, and it was these essays which were subsequently gathered together and somewhat amplified as the book already mentioned, new theory of human evolution. In his eighty-fourth year his Autobiography was published-a personal and rather intimate record of his distinguished career, but a fran record, for it dwells on disappointments and estrangements as well as successes and friendships, and on mistakes in the course of his scientific investigations as well as on the solid achievements to which the latter also led. In his introduction the author affirmed that this was to be his last book, but only a ew days before his death he had finished correcting the proofs of yet another, Darwin revalued. Like some of his earlier books, the title is perhaps somewhat misleading, for it might be taken to imply a revaluation of Darwinism, or at the least a revaluation of Darwin as a scientist. In fact it is neither of these; rather, it is an abbreviated account of Darwin's family life at Downe, written by a man who, having spent most of his own life extending and amplifying the palaeontological and anatomical evidence on which Darwin had based his conclusions regarding the evolutionary origin of man, and having immersed himself for over twenty years in the atmosphere of the countryside in which Darwin lived and worked, felt that he was particularly well qualified to give a vivid and intimate picture of this great man.
Sir Arthur Keith died suddenly on 7 January 1955. He was active up to the end, for only the previous day he had been out in the orchard pruning his fruit trees.
The brief history of the life and career of Sir Arthur Keith which has been outlined can hardly do full justice to the remarkable versatility of this dis tinguished anatomist. He was, of course, primarily a human anatomist and his knowledge of human anatomy (particularly in relation to its clinical applications) was quite profound. Secondly he was a comparative anatomist having an unrivalled personal acquaintance with the morphology of the higher Primates. Thirdly, he was a physical anthropologist who allowed his interests to stray far beyond the narrow field represented by measuring tape and calipers. In all these fields of enquiry, he showed a strong appreciation of the historical background of his subjects, and from time to time wrote articles of great interest on the contributions made to anatomy and surgery by some of his predecessors. In particular, he was a fervent admirer of John Hunter, the originator of the Hunterian Museum of which he was so proud to be the Conservator, and the destruction of the greater part of this historical collection in the second world war was to him not only a most severe loss, but also a very intimate tragedy. In addition to his accumulated record of factual observations, Keith was fundamentally a man of ideas. Novel interpretations, stimulating hypotheses and fertile suggestions sparkled from his mind in the course of every piece of research work which he undertook, and no doubt this was one of the reasons why his lectures and writings always attracted a wide public. Many of his ideas never came to fruition-for example his suggestion that the movements of the alimentary canal might be initiated and controlled by 'nodal mechanisms' similar to that of the heart, his concep tion that certain orthopaedic deformities might be explained on an evolu tionary basis, and a number of his speculations on the factors which have determined the evolutionary diversification of human varieties. But these were the inevitable outcomes of a restless and enquiring mind, and are only to be properly balanced by viewing them in the perspective of the advancing fields of knowledge in which he took so active a part. The fact is, of course, that Keith was a pioneer in many branches of anatomical study and, while slowly accumulating data himself, he was always eager to seek some coherent interpretation for the data already available even though at that time they !55 might still be inadequate for reaching firm conclusions. Particularly was this the case in the field of palaeo-anthropology, where the continual accession of additional material compelled him more than once to reverse his original opinions. But Keith was possessed of a sincerity of mind and an intellectual humility which allowed him at once to recognize and admit the validity of new evidence even when it ran counter to previous pronouncements of his own. That some of his interpretations may seem in retrospect to have been premature is no more than a reflection of the rapidity of the advances in knowledge which were being made in his chosen fields of study, advances which at that time necessarily compelled quite frequent revisions of current opinions.
Apart from his claims to distinction as a scientist, Keith was in himself a much loved man, kindly and gentle in manner, friendly and unassuming, and of a somewhat retiring disposition. He liked the simple life, partly no doubt because it suited his rather frail physique, but mainly because the quiet and homeliness of the countryside always gave him a full measure of enjoyment and satisfaction. Many of Arthur Keith's old friends will look back with particular pleasure to the occasional visits which they made to Downe when he had retired there. He was always ready to receive them and to join in happy conversation about things of the present and things of the past. It seemed so entirely fitting that this devoted student of evolution should himself spend the latter part of his long life of evolutionary studies in the countryside where his great predecessor Charles Darwin had once lived. 
